TYPE-PROBLEM IN MODERN PHILOSOPHY     397
its chief desire is that objective experience in general
should be allowed its say, undisturbed by universa
concepts. In this sense scepticism is an actually indis-
pensable pre-condition of all empiricism.
This pair of opposites also confirms the essential
similarity between James' types and my own.
3, General Criticism of James* Conception
In criticizing James' conception, I must first lay stress
upon the fact that it is almost exclusively concerned with
the thinking qualities of the types. In a philosophical
work one could hardly expect otherwise. But such a
necessarily onesided setting readily gives rise to confusion.
For without difficulty one could demonstrate this or that
quality, or even a number of them, in the opposite type.
For example, there are empiricists who are dogmatic,
religious, idealistic, intellectualistic, and rationalistic;
there are also ideologists who are materialistic, pessimistic,
deterministic, and irreligious. Even were one to show
that such expressions designate very complex matters in
which many diverse nuances are in question, the possibility
of confusion would not be remedied.
Taken individually, James' expressions are too broad:
only in their totality do they give an approximate picture
of the typical contrast, ^without thereby bringing it to a
simple formula. In general, James1 types are a valuable
supplement to the picture of the types we have gained
from other sources. James was the first to indicate, with
a certain distinctness, the extraordinary importance of
temperament in the shaping of philosophical thinking, and
for this great credit is due. For the aim of his pragmatic
conception was to reconcile the antagonisms of philo-
sophical views resulting from temperamental differences.
Pragmatism,   as   we   know,  is a wide-spread philo-